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John W. Coleman appeals pro se from the district court’s order dismissing
his action aleging that he was retaliated against in connection with his gpplication

to become an airport screener with the Transportation Security Administration.

This disposition is not appropriate for publication and may not be
cited to or by the courts of this circuit except as provided by 9th Cir. R. 36-3.

The pane unanimously finds this case suitable for decision without
oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



We havejurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8 1291. Wereview de hovo a
dismissal for failureto state a claim, ASW v. Oregon, 424 F.3d 970, 974 (Sth Cir.
2005), and we affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Coleman’s action becausein his
amended complaint, Coleman did not allege that he had engaged in a protected
activity, and therefore fail ed to make out a primafacie case of retaliation. See
Villiarimo v. Aloha Island Air, Inc., 281 F.3d 1054, 1064 (9th Cir. 2002) (listing
elements of primafacie case).

Coleman’ s remaining contentions are without merit.

Coleman’ s motion requesting that his case “be reviewed by the Pro Bono
Program” is denied.

AFFIRMED



